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REMARKS 

This is a full and timely response to the outstanding final Office Action mailed 
< j)ctob|ex 24, 2005. Claims 1-29 remain pending in the present application. Reconsideration 
j bd allowance of the application and pending claims are respectfully requested. 

Response To Rejections of Claims Under 35 ILS+C, §102(e) 

Claims 1-10, 13-15, and 18-29 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
;jnticiiated by Ling (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0059192 Al). Applicant respectfully 
1 jraverpes this rejection. 

It is axiomatic that "[anticipation requires the disclosure in a single prior art reference 
element of the claim under consideration." W. L. Gore & Associates, Inc. v. Garlock, 
21 F.2d 1540, 1554, 220 USPQ 303, 313 (Fed. Cir. 1983). Therefore, every claimed 
of the claimed subject matter must be represented in the applied reference to constitute a 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). In the present case, not every feature of the claimed 
matter is represented in the Ling reference. Applicant discusses the Ling reference and 
ifcanfs claims in the following. 
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a. Claim 1 

As provided in independent claim 1, Applicant claims: 

A method of accessing a resource associated with a resource locator 
(RL) comprising the steps of: 

receiving input of a RL, said RL corresponds to a resource; 
soliciting input of search terms if said RL is invalid; 
receiving input of said search terms; 

searching a predetermined index of valid RLs in accordance with said 
search terms; 

presenting a list of all valid RLs in said predetermined index that 
correspond to said search terms; 

receiving selection of a RL from said list; and 
retrieving and di$playing content from said selected RL 

mplftasis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 1 is allowable for at least the 
that Ling does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least the feature of "soliciting input of 
terms if said KL is invalid," as recited and emphasized above in claim 1. 
Rather, Ling discloses at most a system where: 
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the user would enter the request string in the address line of the browser being 
used. The browser would then attempt to access the page of the web-site 
specified by the request string, but as the page address is invalid overall, an 
error message is generated. This error message is then trapped. . . . Trapping 
of the error message initiates the completion of the remaining procedure 
steps[, where] the results are then displayed in the browser that the user is 
utilising. In this way, a user will need only to enter the requested siring and 
then await the return of the duly processed results. 

aragraph 0027 (Emphasis added). Thus, Ling fails to disclose the step of " soliciting input 
djf search terms if said RL is invalid," since Ling teaches that search terms are inputted 
^ Without solicitation. For example, Ling clearly describes a system where a user inputs search 
1 erms in an "address bar" that is requesting address information which then causes an "error 
Message" to be generated that is "trapped" and prevented from being received by the browser, 
iis su:h, the address bar of the browser is clearly requesting address information and not 
barcfl terms. Therefore, Ling does not teach or suggest at least all of the claimed features of 
<|laim jl, such as soliciting input of search terms. 

Further, the claim has been amended to feature the step of "soliciting input of search 
fcmis if said RL is invalid " to further distinguish the claimed subject matter from the cited 



bferei|ice. This amended feature was also referenced in the Office Action. 

For at least these reasons, claim 1 is not anticipated by Ling, and the rejection should 
i withdrawn. 

b. Claims 2-7 

Because independent claim 1 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
djaimd 2-7 (which depend from independent claim 1) are allowable as a matter of law for at 
1 iast ti le reason that the dependent claims 2-7 contain all the steps and features of independent 
cjjaim 1 . For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 2-7 should be withdrawn. 



c Claim 8 

As provided in independent claim 8, Applicant claims: 

A method of accessing a resource associated with a resource locator 
(RL) comprising the steps of: 

receiving input of a RL, said RL corresponding to a resource; 
determning if said RL is valid; 

soliciting input of a RL search string if said RX* is invalid; 
receiving input of said RL search string; and 
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searching a predetermined index of valid RLs in accordance with said 
RL search string to determine valid RLs that meet criteria speci6ed by said RL 
search string. 

BmpJ^asis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 8 is allowable for at least the 
feasor that Ling does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least the feature of "soliciting input of 
i I RL If earch string if said RL is invalid," as recited and emphasized above in claim 8. 
Rather, Ling discloses at most a system where: 

the user would enter the request string in the address line of the browser being 
used. The browser would then attempt to access the page of the web-site 
specified by the request string, but as the page address is invalid overall, an 
error message is generated. This error message is then trapped. . . . Trapping 
of the error message initiates the completion of the remaining procedure 
steps[, where] the results are then displayed in the browser that the user is 
utilising. In this way, a user will need only to enter the requested string and 
then await the return of the duly processed results. 

Paragraph 0027 (Emphasis added). Thus, Ling fails to disclose the step of " soliciting 
3QEUt of a RL search string if said RL is invalid," since Ling teaches that search terms are 
hputtjed without solicitation. For example, Ling clearly describes a system where a user 
search terms in an "address bar" that is requesting address information which then 
an "eixor message" to be generated that is "trapped* and prevented from being received 
browser. As such, the address bar of the browser is clearly requesting address 
hforrhation and not search terms. Therefore, Ling does not teach or suggest at least all of the 
l ilaimfd features of claim 8. 

Further, the claim has been amended to feature the step of "soliciting input of a RL 
;iearcl| string if said RL is invalid " to further distinguish the claimed subject matter from the 
<l*ited inference. This feature was also referenced in the Office Action. 

Therefore, Ling does not teach or suggest at least all of the claimed features of claim 8. 
|There|fore, claim 8 is not anticipated by Ling, and the rejection should be withdrawn for at 
feast tjbds reason alone. 



d. Cfrim$9-10 

Because independent claim 8 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
tflaim^ 9-10 (which depend from independent claim 8) are allowable as a matter of law for at 
east [the reason that the dependent claims 9*10 contain all the steps and features of 
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independent claim 8. For at least this Teason, the rejections of claims 9-10 should be 
^vithdi*awn. 



e. Claim 13 

As provided in independent claim 13, Applicant claims: 

A method of selecting a resource locator (RL) comprising the steps 

of: 

receiving input of a RL at a user device, said RL corresponding to a 
resource; 

determining if said RL is valid; 

generating a RL search string at the user device if said RL is 
invalid; and 

searching a predetermined index of valid RLs in accordance with said 
RL search string to determine valid RLs that meet the criteria of said RL 
search string* wherein said RL search tenn describes a name of a location for 
a desired resource and said valid RLs have names that correspond to said RL 
search string. 

Emphasis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 13 is allowable for at least the 
feasor i that Ling does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "receiving input of a RL at a user 
(levied said RL corresponding to a resource," "determining if said RL is valid," and 
igenefating a RL search string at the user device if said RL is invalid," as recited and 
(?mph^sized above in claim 13. 

Ling fails to teach or suggest "receiving input of a RL at a user device, said RL 
i iorres|ponding to a resource," "determining if said RL is valid," and "generating a RL search 
at the user device if said RL is invalid " since Ling teaches that an error message for an 



address is trapped before being received by a user's web browser and a search string is 
at a remote server. See, e.g., paragraphs 42 and 53. Thus, Ling fails to teach or 
at least all of the claimed features of claim 13. Therefore, claim 13 is not anticipated 
Jr\g, and the rejection should be withdrawn for at least this reason alone. 

f. Claims 14-15 

Because independent claim 13 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
i kirns 14-15 (which depend from independent claim 13) are allowable as a matter of law for 
ft lea# the reason that the dependent claims 14-15 contain all the steps and features of 



BEST AVAILABLE COPV 



PAGE " RCVD AT 12/2C 2005S:M:Ct AM [Eastern Staundard Time) * SVR:USPT0-EFXRF*2i • DNIS:273!300 « CSID:?709S10933 ' DURATION(min-ss):04-St 



12/20/2005 10:37 



7709510933 



< evice , 



thit 



5:i 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 12 



Application Serial No.: 10/047,629 
Art Unit: 2154 

independent claim 13. For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 14-15 should be 
Withdrawn, 



g. Claim 18 

As provided in independent claim 18, Applicant claims: 

A system for accessing a resource associated with a resource locator 
(RL) comprising: 

controtter for receiving a RL search string from a user device, 
wherein said RL search string is generated at the user device based upon an 
invalid RL that was provided as input to the user device; 

memory associated with said controller for storing a list of valid RLs; 

and 

said controller is further configured to search said list of valid RLs to 
determine valid RLs that meet criteria of said RL search string, wherein said 
RL search textn describes a name of a location for a desired resource and said 
valid RLs have names that correspond to said RL search string. 

i Emphasis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 18 is allowable for at least the 
Reason that Ling does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least the feature of a "controller for 
^]eceiv|ing a RL search string from a user device, wherein said RL search string is generated at 
device based upon an invalid RL that was provided as input to the user device," as 
ecite«f and emphasized above in claim 18. 

Ling fails to teach or suggest a "controller for receiving a RL search string from a user 
, wherein said RL search string is generated at the user device based upon an invalid 
was provided as input to the user device," since Ling teaches that an error message 
invalid address is trapped before being received by a user's web browser and a search 
is formed at a remote server whe re the search is performed . See, e.g., paragraphs 42-43 
Thus, Ling fails to teach or suggest at least all of the claimed features of claim 18. 
i, claim 18 is not anticipated by Ling, and the rejection should be withdrawn for at 
reason alone. 



lereibre, 
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b. Claims 19-23 

Because independent claim 18 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
19-23 (which depend from independent claim 13) are allowable as a matter of law for 
the reason that the dependent claims 19-23 contain all the elements and features of 
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iiridep* indent claim 18. For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 19-23 should be 
i iathdjawn. 

L Claim 24 

As provided in independent claim 24, Applicant claims: 

A system for accessing a resource associated with a resource locator 
(RL) comprising: 

controller for receiving a RL from a user device; 

memory associated with said controller for storing a list of valid RLs 
at the user device; 

said controller is configured to generate a RL search string if said 
RL is determined to be invalid; and 

said RL search string comprises a wildcard, wherein said RL search 
term describes a name of a location for a desired resource and said valid RLs 
have names that correspond to said RL search string. 

(fEmpljasis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 24 is allowable for at least the 
:a$on| that Ling does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "memory associated with said 
ntroKler for storing a list of valid RLs at the user device" and "said controller is configured 
a RL search string if said RL is determined to be invalid/' as recited and 
mph^sized above in claim 24, 

Ling fails to teach or suggest "memory associated with said controller for storing a list 
RLs at the user device T> and "said controller is configured to generate a RL search 
f said RL is determined to be invalid," since Ling teaches that an error message for an 
address is trapped before being received by a user's web browser and a search string is 
at a remote server wh ere the search is performed . See, e,g. f paragraphs 42-43 and 53. 



gererate 
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ling fails to teach or suggest at least all of the claimed features of claim 24. Therefore,. 
14 is not anticipated by Ling, and the rejection should be withdrawn for at least this 
alone. 



j- Claims 25-29 

Because independent claim 24 is allowable over the cited art of record, dependent 
25-29 (which depend from independent claim 24) are allowable as a matter of law for 
the reason that the dependent claims 25-29 contain all the elements and features of 
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ndep<aident claim 24. For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 25-29 should be 
^vithdrawn. 



Response To Rejections of Claims 11-12 and 16-17 Under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 
Claims 11-12 and 16-17 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
i inpat^ntable over Ling. Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 

Applicant submits that Ling does not teach or suggests all of the claimed features of 
hdepindent claims 8 and 13, as previously discussed. Further, the Office Action fails to 
] ntrod ice and cite art that cures the deficiencies of the Ling reference. Thus, claims 11-12 and 
6-17 (which depend from respective independent claims 8 and 13) are allowable over Ling for 
#t least this reason. 

The Office Action states that claims 11-12 and 16-17 were rejected using well-known 
jnowljedge or facts in the art. However, Applicant fails to ascertain where this assertion was 
fliade n the Office Action. Rather, the Office Action states with regard to claims U-12 that "it 
ft obv ous to one of ordinary skill in the art that a person who queries a search engine is not only 
i (iteres ted in the search report itself, but also interested in what further content the search report 
I rings forth. That is, it is obvious that Ling's search report is associated with various URLs, on 
f hichfthe user may selectively click and obtain further content from the selected URL/' 

In response, Applicant respectfully submits that the steps of "receiving a selection of a 
$L specified by said list of valid RLs that meet criteria of said RL search string" and 
accessing and displaying content from a resource associated with said selected RL," as 
itched in claims 11-12, is not obvious within the context of the subject matter of the claim 
includes the features of the base claims. Applicant generally proposes the notion 
feature in one context may not be obvious in another context. Further, there are 
4istm<jtions between "receiving a selection of a RL specified by said list of valid RLs that 
cjriteria of said RL search string" and "accessing and displaying content from a resource 
with said selected RL" and "a person who queries a search engine [that] is not only 
in the search report itself, but also interested in what further content the search report 
l|rings forth." For at least these reasons, the rejections should be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

For at least the reasons set forth above, Applicant respectfully submits that all 
fbjections and/or rejections have been traversed, rendered moot, and/or accommodated, and 
it tjie pending claims are in condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and 
Uow^nce of the present application and all pending claims are hereby courteously requested, 
i; m ftie opinion of the Examiner,, a telephonic conference would expedite the examination of 
is matter, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned agent at (770) 933-9500. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Charles W. Griggars, KegTNo. 47,283 
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